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LD121522 Hamburg DPA in German 1441 CMT 12 Dec 84 


[Text] Bonn, 12 Dec (DPA) -- The Defense Ministry for the first time has officially 
announced a site for the deployment of cruise missiles in the Federal Republic. A 
Defense Ministry spokesman confirmed when questioned that Bonn has authorized the 
Rhineland-Palatinate government to acknowledge the Wueschheim district in the Hunsrueck 
mountains as an area for peacetime missile deployment. At the same time the ministry 
announced that cruise missiles had already been stationed in Greenham Common in Britain 
and Comiso in Italy. 


The Defense Ministry had previously refused to answer questions concerning the U.S. 
nuclear missile sites. Corresponding reports were neither denied nor confirmed. The 
Bundeswehr leadership had stated each time that if the East is ready to announce its 
sites then NATO would “naturally” do the same. The spokesman would not give reasons 
for the exception made in naming Wueschheim. In accordance with the NATO two-track 
decision, 108 Pershing and 96 cruise missiles are to be stationed in the Federal Re- 
public. 


CDU EXPERT DESCRIBES USSR SS-20 INSTALLATION PLAN 





LD121310 Hamburg DPA in German 1224 CMT 12 Dec 84 


[Text] Bonn, 12 Dec (DPA) — According to information from CDU military expert Willy 
Wimmer the Soviet Union will have completed the 400th launching pad for the SS5-20 
medium-range missiles in a few weeks. In a statement in Bonn on Wednesday Wimmer 
expressed the assumption that the installation of S$S-20 millies will end around 1987. 
There are likely to be a total of about 500 launching pads. Since they can be 
reloaded with at least one further missile, about 3,000 warheads are targeted on 
Western Europe. The $S-20 has three nuclear warheads. 
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USSR TO RENEGOTIATE GAS DELIVERY SCHEDULE 





PM121513 Paris LE MONDE in French 8 Dec 84 p 24 
[Dominique Dhombres dispatch: "Soviet Agree To Renegotiate Gas Contract With France"] 


[Text] Moscow -- The Soviet have agreed privately to renegotiate the gas contract 
signed with Paris 23 January 1982 at the height of the Polish crisis, it was learned 

in Moscow 6 December. Soyuzgazeksport and Gaz de France experts will be meeting in the 
next few days to reduce the amounts of Soviet gas to be exported to France in the years 
ahead under the initial agreement. This is the outcome of French Secretary of State 
for Energy Martin Malvv's 48-hour visit to Moscow, which has just ended. 


The French have wanted to recpen negotiations with the Soviets for several months. In- 
deed the situation has changed considerably since January 1982. Having inherited a 

plan already well on the way to completion from Giscard d'‘Estaing, the Socialists, in 
the euphoria of their first year in power, envisaged a rapid rise in France's gas 
consumption thanks to the economic growth envisaged at the time. It was theref.:re 
decided to sign a contract for the supply of 1.6 billion cubic meters in 1984, 6 billion 
in 1985, and 8 billion in 1986. Now, the economic situation is very different. Not only 
has domestic demand stagnated but there is a surplus of gas on the world market. The 
amounts specified in the 1982 contract now seem excessive, especially the “potential 
increase" envisaged for next year and 1986. So an amendment had to be made to the 
timetable for the increase specified by the contract, which the Soviets refused at 
first but subsequently accepted. The overall quantities will not be affected, however. 


Prices have already been the subject of initial attention. The contract stipulates that 
they are set on the basis of a complex formula that takes account of the dollar prices 

of Arabian light — the light oil from the Arabian Gulf -- and of fuel oil. However, 
fluctuations were limited by the existence of a price floor easily reached in this 
stagnant period for oil. This summer the Soviets agreed temporarily to suspend the price 
floor. The French side therefore believes that the prices currently paid are reasonable. 


The most important point remained to be resolved, quantities. Mr Malvv's visit was 
devoted mainly to this, and the Soviets agreed in principle to the initiation of nego- 
tiations on the subject. Even the potential rise envisaged for 1986 will be revised. 
Obviously it can only be a matter of negotiating a decrease. 


TASS did not mention this matter in the brief dispatch devoted to the 4 December meeting 
between the French secretary of state for energy and Messrs Arkhipov and Osipov, respec- 
tively deputy chairman of the Council of Ministers and deputy foreign trade minister. 
The Soviet agency merely indicates that the meeting concerned “economic and trade rela- 
tions between the USSR and France." Curiously, after only 45 minutes, a second, amended 
version of the dispatch was released. The original version described the conversation 
as “friendly,” while in the latter it was only “constructive.” 
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ANDREOTTI ON CRAXI-"ARAFAT MEETING, MIDEAST ISSUE 












AU121539 Rome ANSA in English 1518 GMT 12 Dec 84 


































[Text] [ANSA] Rome, December 12 -- Italian Foreign Minister Giulio Andreotti today 
addressed the Lower House Foreign Affairs Commission defending last week's meeting 
between Prime Minister Bettino Craxi and Palestinian Liberation Organization leader 
Yasir ‘Arafat in Tunis, which has stirred a controversy within the government coalition 
and drawn criticism from Israel. 


Andreotti said the encounter “helped convince us that implementation of Palestinians’ 
right to self-determinatino must be encouraged every time the PLO tries to take the 

road (?to) negotiations but it must be condemned every time it defends these asiprations 
with unacceptable means." 


Andreotti pointed out that the Tunis encounter, which came only a few days after the 
conclusion of the Palestinian National Council in Amman, served to gather information 
from ‘Arafat on the possibilities of a joint Jordanian-Palestinian initiative and the 
results of the National Council which according to the PLO leader must not be inter- 
preted in a formal manner but as a policy trend”. 


The Italian foreign minister added that "‘Arafat said the choice of Amman as venue for 
the National Council was an unmistakable sign of the road the PLO intends to take.” 


"There is no doubt that the recent events in Amman marked an important if not decisive 
political turning point in the PLO's history," Andreotti said, adding "the fundamenta! 
principles of a negotiation leading to cooperation between [sraelis and Palestinians 
are mutual recognition, evacuation of the occupied territories and the establishment of 
confederative ties between the Palestinians and Jordanians.” 


The foreign minister observed the recent missions made by Craxi and himself to 

Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Algeria and Tunis, as well as U.S. Mideast envoy Robert Murphy's 
recent contacts, made possible the contribution of the Italian Government at the Dublin 
EC summit to a joint reflection on the Middle East and on what Europe can do. 


Andreotti said that the ten European Community members are convinced -- without excep- 
tion and with few nuances -- that Europe must not refuse to give its contribution, 
albeit moving cautiously and in accord with American initiatives. He added that the 

EC Ten “reiterated the absolute need that the PLO be allowed to participate in peace 
talks and that contacts be kept and intensified with all the parties involved." 


Andreotti went on to say that in their talks in Cairo, Riyadh, Algiers and Tunis 
their hosts “also insisted on the need for Israel to withdraw from the West Bank and 
Caza along with guarantees for the security of the Jewish state. This is the premise 
for a negotiating process which leads to a stable peace between [srael and the Arab 
states.” 


fhe diplomatic chief said he is convinced of the necessity “of which Washington is 
also persuaded” not to isolate Syria and he pointed out that preparations are being 
made for contacts with the Damascus government and for talks with Israel, adding that 
the Israel foreign Ministry general director for political affairs will be in Rome 
on Monday. 


Andreotti stressed that Israel's security is something everyone must take into account. 
"But, this must be coupled with the beginning of a solution of the occupied territor 
as linked with mutual Israeli-PLO recognition.” 
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PRIME MINISTER ASKS NETHERLANDS SUPPORT FOR EEC ENTRY 





PM121145 Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 29 Nov 84 p 3 


{"Own correspondent" dispatch: “Netherlands Promises Portugal Support for Accession to 
EEC" ] 


[Text] Lisbon, 29 Nov -- Prime Minister Lubbers yesterday promised Portuguese Prime 
Minister Mario Soares that the Netherlands will make efforts at the forthcoming 
European summit to bring about a speedy conclusion to the negotiations between the 
EEC and Portugal over the latter's accession to the EEC. 


The goal is for Portugal to be a member by January 1986, Lubbers said at a press con- 
ference shortly after he begaa a 2-day visit to Lisbon accompanied by Foreign Minister 
Hans van den Broek. 


Prime Minister Soares expressed his concern to the Netherlands visitors that the mem 
bership negotiations are being delayed for what he called "technical reasons." Minister 
yan den Broek said that the Council of furope government heads will be asked to give 
New political impetus to the negotiations with Portugal, as well as with Spain, on the 
two countries’ accession to the EEC when they meet in Dublin next week. 


These negotiations are deadlocked because the EEC nations have not succeeded in arriving 
at a common negotiating stance. 


Yesterday Lubbers told a small audience of Portuguese journalists that the FEC "is not 
complete without Portugal." "After a difficult birth you often get a handsome child,” 
the Netherlands prime miniser said. Van den Broek said that “serious technical problems" 
must still be resolved in the negotiations, which experts say must be concluded by the 
end of the year if Portugal and Spain are to join on 1 January 1986. 


The Portuguese Government is irritated that the membership negotiations are closely 
linked with the talks with Spain, which also wants to be come an EEC member on 1 January 
1986, 


For political and economic reasons the EEC nations do not want to conclude the negotia- 
tions with Portugal, which are largely complete, until an agreement has been reached 
with Spain, which is politically and economically more important to the EEC than 
Portugal. 


Soares has linked his political fate to Portugal's accession to the EEC 1 January 1986. 
Soares, a Socialist, wants to succeed incumbent President Eanes when he departs in 
1986, and he takes the view that the swift and successful conclusion of the EEC 
accession negotiations will benefit him in this connection. 


In reply to a question Soares said at the press conference that he has asked for 

Netherlands support for Portugal to become a member of the Western European Union (WEL). 
At present the WEU has seven members: West Germany, Britain, Italy, France, and the three 
Benelux countries. According to diplomatic sources, the Portuguese request has almost 
no chance of success. The WEU nations will reach a decision on Portugal's request prext 


spring. 





Yesterday Foreign Minister Van den Broek and his Portuguese counterpart Gama signed 4 
cultural agreement. Prime Minister Soares said that Portugal values Netherlands invest- 
ments. In a dinner speech, Prime Minister Lubbers offered cooperation in the fields of 
agriculture, the modernization of Portugal's merchant fleet, telecommuuvications, and 


bioltechnology. 
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DEFENSE MINISTER DENIES MOROCCO POTENTIAL ENEMY 





LD120015 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 GMT 11 Dec 8&4 


{Remarks by Spanish Defense Minister Narciso Serra -- passages within quotation marks 
recorded] 


[Excerpt] We now have a parliamentary report from Juan Ramon de la Cuadra: 


[De la Cuadra] Defense Minister Serra appeared before the Congress of Deputies defense 
committee to report on the situation in our Armed Forces with regard to matericl. 

He replied to 70 questions, most of them from the popular parliamentary group and some 
of them of a large caliber, as one might say in military terms, such as one from Jorge 
Verstrynge on the priority need to set up a munitions and supplies depot in view of a 
possible Libyan-Moroccan attack. The defense minister described his reply: 


[Serra] “An open session is not the place for the defense minister to make any 
comment with regard to the likelihood of these matters." 


[De la Cuadra] But he did provide a political assessment: 

{Serra] “I would say that the Spanish Government does not assess Morocco as a potential 
enemy of Spain in any way. Moreover, since this session is an open one, I am concerned 
that it might become known that in the Congress Defense Committee in contemplating our 
future is considering the possibility of Morocco being our enemy.” 


[De la Cuardra] He was once again asked if the Libya-Morocco treaty endangered our 
African enclaves: 


[Serra] "I do not share that view.” 


FOREIGN MINISTER MORAN VISITS CZECHOSLOVAKIA 





For CSSR coverage of the visit to Czechoslovakia of Spanish Foreign Minister Fernando 
Moran see the Czechoslovakia section of the 12 December Eastern Europe DALLY REPORT and 
subsequent issues. 


PCE'S IGLESIAS REJECTS GOVERNMENT STANCE ON NATO 





PM121537 Madrid MUNDO OBRERO in Spanish 6-12 Dec 84 pp 8-9 
[A.P.H. report: "PCE's Emphatic ‘No'"] 


{Text] Felipe Gonzalez received PCE Secretary General Gerardo Iglesias 29 November. 
The reason for the meeting was to explain the PCE's stance on the consensus offered by 


" " 
. 


Gonzalez on the NATO issue. The reply was “no 


Gerardo Iglesias explained to the prime minister that the PCE is utterly opposed to 
NATO, considers a clear and binding referendum on our remaining in NATO necessary and 
sees a foreign policy of neutrality as essential. 
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The prime minister, who had previously met with most political leaders, found in the 
PCE the most forceful retort to his plans. Both [Democratic Reformist Party leader] 
Roca and [Popular Alliance Chairman] Fraga accept Gonzalez’ plan concerning NATO and 
want integration to be total and absolute; what they differ on is the referendum, which 
they both believe should not be held. Within the spectrum of the right and center, 
[Democratic and Social Center Party leader] Suarez alone demands that it be held. 


The Communists maintain an emphatic “no” to NATO,and what is also important, they 

are opposed to the problem being considered only by parliament, which robs the public 
of its established right to be consulted. The consensus among the majority parliamen- 
tary forces would be totally at variance with the consensus existing in Spanish socicty 
that clearly rejects NATO. In parliament only the Communists, as well as the Basque 
Left and the Republican Left of Catalonia vote "no," while all surveys and opinion 
polls indicate that this stance is supported by a majority of the people. In view of 
this, the prime minister's intention to attempt the maneuver of presenting the matter 
as a consensus, when in fact it is a pact with the right for us to stay in NATO, is 
clear. 


Gerardo Iglesias handed over to the prime minister the PCE's arguments, which we 
reproduce in full below: 


"In my opinion, the so-called '10 points’ which you presented in the debate on the state 
of the nation represents an attempt to impair the referendum on Spain's remaining in 
NATO, to which the PSOE committed itself in its election program, and to justify the 
change undergone by the government's policy as regards defense and foreign policy. 


"The whole ‘10 points’ are infiuenced by the first point and by the idea, which we 
reject, that Spain's membership in the Atlantic alliance is ‘an unavoidable starting 
point.’ With this assertion, you and your government in fact accept that only the 
form of our membership of NATO can be discussed. With this, you fail to observe one 
of the most important aspects of the PSOE's election program, to the effect -- I quote 
verbatim -- that ‘it should be the Spanish people who decide on our membership in 
NATO. ' 


"Your assertion concerning the ‘unavoidable’ nature of this membership could even imply 
that Spainis, in practice, in a situation of limited sovereignty. 


"The approach which you express in the ‘10 points’ has another starting point which we 
deem inacceptable, insofar as it fundamentally impairs the referendum. In fact, when 
you call for prior ‘consensus’ among the political forces, you are actually proposing 

a prior political pact with the right — essentially, with the Popular Alliance. In 
tis way, the significance which the Constitution attaches to the referendum is changed 
and an attempt is made to call it with a plebiscitory significance. 


"Throughout your address to the Chamber, you avoiaed the real social consensus which 
existed in Spain on this issue before Mr Calvo-Sotelo's government decided to sign the 
Washington Treaty. The entry into NATO broke that consensus, and only a referendum 
presented in unequivocal terms would make it possible to restore it. This is shown 

by the most diverse opinion polls and the constant demonstrations by broad sectors of 
Spanish public opinion against Spain's joining a military bloc. 


"In fact the 28 October [1982] elections confirmed the existence of this broad social 
consensus since a large majority supported the program of your party, which not only 
undertook the commitment to hold a referendum but also raised the need for ‘Spain's 
gradual detachment at the military level from the North Atlantic bloc,’ and for a 
‘freeze on the negotiations for integration into the military organization;' these 
aspects of PSOE's election program, as you know, have not been observed. 
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"The rest of the ‘10 points’ represents an attempt to legitimize this nonobservance and 
your government's change of stance, and to inv*ive other political forces in your pro- 
posal. In fact, most of the proposals do not take into account the fact that, being 
made within the framework of our remaining in NATO, they lose their intended signifi- 
cance. 


"The alleged confirmation of Spain's not entering NATO's integrated military structure 
contrasts with the reality of our increasing particpation in military bodies of the 
Atlantic alliance; a reality which has been made clear by the foreign minister himself. 


"The lure of a smaller U.S. presence on our territory loses all the value it could have 
if Spain's remaining in a military alliance whose hegemony and greatest military dec- 
isionmaking capacity lies in the hands of the U.S. Government is confirmed. Moreover, 
the plans to increase the U.S. military presence in Spain -- either directly or through 
NATO — are known to the public; in particular, as regards the plan to construct a 
military base on the coast of Galicia — a »lan which, as you know, was broached at the 
meeting recently held by NATO in Ankara. 


“Among the points in the ‘10 points’ aimed at justifying your proposal and at changing 
the s'ant of Spanish public opinion, the proposal for reaching a consensus on defense 
stands out for its misleading nature. You know very well that, both in the budgetary 
sphere and in the strictly military sphere, Spain's defense policy has been reoriented 
for at least 2 years, in accordance with our entry into the alliance's military struc- 
ture. Hence this call for consensus on defense lacks potential in view of a policy 

of faits accomplis, such as the Future Combat and Attack Aircraft program, which the 
PCE has repeatedly condemned and which the government has refused to debate at a special 
plenary session of parliament devoted to national defense. “In view of this situation, 
the PCE -- at the same time as reiterating its opposition to Spain's integration into 
NATO and to the presence of foreign bases on our territory, and expressing the need to 
sign the nuclear nonproliferation treaty -- reiterates the need for a binding reterendun, 
to be held as soon as possible, with an unambiguous question which will enable the 
Spanish people to exercise their sovereignty in issues of special importance, such as 
those concerning foreign and defense policy. 


"Mr Prime Minister, with the decision to confirm Spain's remaining in NATO, your govern- 
ment not only fails the keep one of the PSOE'’s election pledges but in fact accepts the 
dynamic of the military blocs, which is today the main factor of insecurity and tension in 
the world. With our stance, we Communists intend to advocate for Spain a policy of 
active neutrality that will be the best guarantee for our defense and the best attribute 
for our initiative abroad. We thereby wish to be consistent with our commitment to the 
cause of peace and to the unrenounceable aim of contributing to detente and to the 
gradual dismantling of all the military blocs. 


"Gerardo Iglesias" 


EDITORIALS COMMENT ON GIBRALTAR STATEMENT 





PML21L110 [Editorial Report] Spanish newspapers published on 28 November 1984 carry 
editorials on the recent Spcnish-British statement on Gibraltar, generally expressing 
qualified approval. 


Barcelona LA VANGUARDIA stresses on page 5 that “for the firrt time in the lengthy and 
delicate dispute between Spain and the United Kingdom, a te.m which the British always 
deemed unacceptable has been introduced. The document signed in Brussels states that 
‘the issues of sovereignty will be discussed.’ After outlining the course of the 
dispute, it continues: 
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[Spanish Foreign Minister] Mr Moran has more than sufficient grounds for expressing 
his satisfaction, and it is natural that in the euphoric Brussels statements he should 
capitalize on what can be regarded as the most brilliant feat of his tenure as the head 
of Spanish diplomacy. 


"But we believe it advisable to place the facts in a much broader context, which con- 
forms in fact to the new course of the Felipe Gonzalez government's policy "oward the 
commitments undertaken with the countries in the Atlantic alliance. [British Foreign 
Secretary] Sir Geoffrey Howe's remarks when explaining the details of the document 

to the press, in which he said that it is ‘an agreement between NATO allies and future 
EEC partners,’ are significant. 


“In our opinion, this is the key to the Brussels agreement, from whose merit we do 
not wish to detract, because we believe that it des have merit. The new situation 
‘reated yesterday comes about in an atmosphere in which something much greater than 
a desire to regain friendship between London and Madrid is implied. Essentially, it 
is based on the situation that will be created on the day when Spain belongs to the 
EEC as a full member and to NATO as a member with some particular circumstances which 
the socialist government has undertaken to put to a national referendum. 


"In short, the Brussels ‘historic agreement’ may be interpreted as amther step in 
the government's policy to prepare the Spanish public for the announced referendun. 
However, the most significant thing is that the British Government has yielded on such 
an important matter as discussing sovereignty. 


"In any event, this agreement in which the traditional Spanish position takes a 
positive step, limited as far as possible, toward a final and satisfactory resolution 
which we still consider remote, must be welcomed. It must not be forgotten that one 
of the colloquial expressions in English is ‘as solid as the Rock of Gibraltar,’ when 
one wishes to indicate that something is firm and lasting.” 


Madrid EL PAIS asserts on page 10 that the Brussels meeting between Moran and Hove 
“has produced a result which exceeds expectations and which the Spanish public receives 
with deep satisfaction. The approved communique is the result of tough negotiations 
which have continued for a year: the Socialist government and its foreign minister have 
achieved an important political and diplomatic success, but it would be dangerous 

to set all the bells ringing and give an exaggerated impression.” While maintaining 
that “to have convinced the British that they had to accept the inclusion of the term 
‘sovereignty’ is an indisputable success," it points out: “It may be deduced that the 
United Kingdom has found itself obliged to accept the inclusion of sovereignty, but 

it has striven te make jt clear that it is not prepared to modify its stance and is 
opposed to making concessions in that field. This attitude can surprise no one, bearing 
in mind the mentality of the sectors supporting Mrs Thatcher and the commitment to 
Gibraltar's inhabitants. Atany rate, it is clear that the Brussels communique reflects 
the fact that Spain has today an international influence which it did not have at 
other times. An essential step has been taken, but we are confronted with a lengthy 
negotiating process.” 


It concludes: “last, the by no means unfounded suspicion that the Gibraltar dispute 
must be resolved within the NA1O framework, and that it is precisely in these terms 
that the mention of sovereignty has been wrested from the British, is worthy of 
consideration. The future implications which the issue has for Spanish defense and 
security policy and for the stability of Ceuta and Melilla in their current situation 
remain to be seen." 
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Madrid ABC on page 15 also welcomes the inclusion of sovereignty in the statement, 
“since this is the first time in history that the United Kingdom has agreed to the 
essential aspect of the problem being discussed,” while pointing out that “the British 
have covered themselves with a sentence: The British Government will fully maintain 
its commitment to honor the Gibraltarians’ wishes, as is laid down by the preamble to 
the 1969 Constitution.’” It concludes: 


"At any event, the real usefulness for Spanish rights of the agreement disclosed 
yesterday will have to be strengthened and consolidated through the strengthening and 
consolidation of the conditions that have made it possible for London to ayree. In other 
words, Spain will have to make an effort to remain in NATO. On the basis of membership 
with a form of integration which will have to be complete militarily, Spain will be able 
to secure continued U.S. Administration support to an extent sufficient to prevent the 
United Kingdom from wriggling out of its commitments undertaken in this agreement by 
using those sections in which a more than disturbing ambiguity remains. Reagan alone 
can force the British to be faithful to the spirit of what has not yet been agreed on 
Gibraltar. 


"The United States is the key in this matter of Gibralrar, in the same way as it was in 
forcing France to change its traditional stance of aloofness toward our terrorism problem, 
And if che United States is the key, it will be necessary to be as closely aligned with 
the United States as our full military integration in NATO entails.” 


Madrid YA on page 5 also expresses a number of reservations about the statement. It 
asserts: “Two points that reduce optimism are very clear. On the one hand, ‘the British 
Governmest will fully maintain its commitment to honor the Cibraltarians’ vishes’-- 
Moran and Howe also spoke of ‘rights’ — ‘as is laid down by the 1969 Constitution.’ 
This means, quite simply, that the British stance on this has not changed a whit and 
that, on the contrary, it is reaffirmed in a communique signed by the Spanish negotiators. 


"The second point is even clearer. The communique says: ‘As regards the airspace of 
the region (7?) of Gibraltar, the Spanish Government undertakes to adopt prompt measures 
aimed at allowing safe and efficient air communications.’ What do these words mean’ 
That the Spanish Government accepts de facto the British presence on the isthmus which 
London took over contrary to any right — including the Treaty of Utrecht — in order 
to construct the airport? 


“That not only will it withdraw the respective measures limiting the landing and takeover 
of aircraft stopping over in Gibraltar but also undertakes to facilitate flight, landing, 
and takeoff operations ‘promptly’? 


"These questions can only be clarified honorably if Britain recognizes the Spanish nature 
of the isthmus on which the airport has been constructed. In the meantime, the talks 
within which ‘issues of sovereignty will be discussed’ have no schedule or even clear 
definition. 


"Mr Moran is right: We carmot be boastful. Without bragging, but with satisfaction, 
Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe stated on Spanish television how important the 
Brussels agreement is for Gibraltar — its economic and tourist development and so forth. 
Certainly — and although no reference was made to this — London's threat not to allow 
Spain's entry into the Community unless Gibraltar's gates were opened has borne fruit. 
The harvest will be repeated by the British and the Gibraltarians before 15 February.” 
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KIPRIANOU EXPRESSES RESERVED OPTIMISM ON SUMMIT 





NC130653 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 0430 GMT 13 Dec 84 


[Excerpts] UN Secrotary Generel Perez de Cueliar late last night announced that there 
will be a meeting between President Kiprianou and Turkish Cypriot leader Denktas on 

17 January. Commenting on this development, President Kiprianow said that reserved 
optimism is now justifiable, perhaps for the first time since 1974. 


During a news conference on the summit meeting, following the end of the third round 
of proximity talks, the UN secretary general made the following statement: I inform 
you with pleasure that following long consultations between the two sides on the 
Cyprus issue, I have concluded that enough progress has been achieved to justify conven- 
ing a summit meeting next month, on 17 January, between the two sides. I think that 
all of vou will consider this news as a very constructive step which will lead to the 
comprehensive solution of the Cyprus issue. 


President Kiprianow said the following: It is a fact that progress has been achieved 
during the proximity talks to the extent that the UN secretary general has decided 

to call for a summit meeting to which I have agreed. The summit meeting will be 
convened on 17 January, probably in New York. Despite the fact that it is too early 
to forecast the outcome of the summit meeting, I must say that in light of the talks 
during the third rownd of proximity talks, a reserved optimism is now justifiable, 
perhaps for the first time since 1974. It is unnecessary for me to repeat that I will 
continue to work hard for a just and viable solution of our country’s problem, a coun- 
try which has suffered for a long time. I would like to express my deep gratitude to 
the UN secretary general for his untiring efforts and for the way he has handled the 
proximity talks. I would also like to stress, President Kiprianouw concluded, that I 
will continue to cooperate with the UN secretary general in good faith. 


Following his statement, Perez de Cuellar said that the summit meeting will be hei 
either in New York or in Europe, Asked whether following the end of the third round 
of proximity talks he has the impression that there are possibilities for progress 
during the summit meeting, Perez de Cuellar said that this meeting itself already 
constitutes progress. To another question on whether the two sides have come to 4 
broad agreement on the main isewes, the UN secretary general replic4: I cannot go into 
details, but I believe that enough progress has been achieved to justify convening a 
sutmit meeting. This, he added, is mot only my personal opinion but the opinion of two 
sides who have agreed to the meeting. Asked whether during the 3 years that he has 
beuon UN secretary general, he considers these developments his greatest achievement, 
Perez de Cuellar said that so far this is not an achievement but he hopes that it will 
become an achievement. 


President Kiprianow refurns to Cyprus late tomorrow night. 


I SIMERINI NOTES ROLE OF MILITARY BASES IN TALKS 





NC131022 Nicosia I SIMERiNI in Greek 13 Dec 84 p 1 


[Excerpts] According to reports from political and diplomatic circles, the latest 
“urkish concessions, which allowed the UN secretary general to affirm progress in the 
proximity talks, are attributed — in addition to the Famagusta issue and the powers 
of the executive — to a great extent to the settlement of two other issues: The 
neutral zone with a speciai legal status and the military bases in the occupied areas. 
According to the reports, which are published with reservations because their nature 
makes them unverifiable, the neutral zone will be in the Morphow area and will most 
probably include Lefka and Xeros. 
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The Lefkoniko airport and a second military base in Kyrenia will be put under U.S. 
administration at an ennual rental fee of $80 million. The Turkish demand was $]00 
million. 


According to these unconfirmed reports, the legal complications will be overcome in the 
following manner: The Lefkoniko airport and the military base in Kyrenia will be ceded 
to Turkey through an agreement between Ankara and the so-called “Turkish Federated 
State.” Then Turkey will lease these bases to either the United States or NATO, ani 
the Cyprus federated republic, which will be established, will inherit and recognize 
the agreement as valid. The Turks will reap the profit from the rental fee. The 
federal government will not be able to cancel or change the agreement by means of a 
veto. 


DENKTAS ON 17 JANUARY MEETING WITH _KIPRIANOU 





TA1 306023 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 0600 GMT 13 Dec 84 


[Text) The summit meeting to be held *etween Rauf Denktas, president of the Turkish 
Republic of Northern Cyprus, and Spiros Kiprianou, leade: of the Greek Cypriot admini- 
stration, was finalized today. As a result of intensive work conducted during the 
Cypriot proxisttr talks held in New York since September, it was decided to hold the 
Cyprus summit meeting on 17 January in Europe. 


The venue of the summit meeting between the two Cypriot leaders, who held their first 
summit meeting in 1979, will be announced later. Perez de (vellar, the UN secretary 
general, is expected to announce the European city in which the summit meeting will be 
held. In a statement on the summit meeting, the UN secretar, general said that he will 
also be present during the meeting. He made his annowncement ‘oday a’: 0045, 


The UN secretary general explained that he decided on the high levei meeting after he 
was convinced that enough progress had been made in the talks held in New York on 
Cyprus. He said that the meeting will be held in a European city on 17 January. A 
Bayrak Radio and Television [BRT] correspondent reports that Perez de Cuellar expressed 
his satisfaction over this development and added that during the summit meeting, the 
work conducted by the two parties would be based on documents which have already been 
discussed. 





The UN secretary general said that a resolution which he drafted, taking into considera- 
tion the stands of the two parties, was accepted and would be approved during the summit 
meeting. The BRT correspondent reports that the draft resolution, which will be ratified 
during the summit meeting after being examined by the two sides, was finalized despite 
Greek Cypriot efforts to modify it. The draft resolution stipulates that there wil! be 
two fundamental republics in Cyprus, and the Turkish Cypriot people will enjoy equal 
political status and security. The Turkish Cypriot people will be partners to the 
eovernment and state, and power will be shared by Turkish and Creek Cypriots. 


Following the announcement by the UN secretary general on the summit meeting, President 
Denktas expressed his satisfaction over the decision, adding that if the Greek Cypriots 
accepted the prin: iples set forth in the draft resolution, every issue would be solved 
by bargaining. Denktas added that if the Greek Cypriots try to avoid the principles 
eet in the draft resolution, this will be e denial of the agreement reached in New York 
at the end of the proximity talks held there. In 4 statement over the telephone to BRT 
correspondent Izzet Riza Yalin, Denktas said: 


[Begin recording) For 7 years, the bicommwnal cod bizoral republic envisaged in the 
1977 summit meeting [with Makarios) has not materialized because the Greek Cypriot side 
refused t» agree to the fundamental principles that would lead to the establishment of 
such a republic, and continued to consider Cyprus « Greek Cyprict island. The UN secre- 
tary eeneral, who knows the Cyprus problem very wel!, has produced a well-balanced ¢ocu- 
ment based on his assesement of the views and stands of the two parties. 
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This document is a draft resolution to be ratifiei at the summit meeting. This was the 
reason for the Vienna meetings, in which he asked us to help him prepare such a draft 
resolution if we trusted him. We have agreed to this proposal. We have participated 
with goodwill in the three phases of talks heid in New York and have continuously been 
helpful to him. 


Fitteen days ago, we accepted every proposal made as a sign of our goodwill. The Creek 
weriot side, on the other hand, called for a hiatus to return to Cyprus and Creece for 
contacts on the subject and, until the last day, attempted to modify the draft resolution 
prepared bv the UN secretary general, nonetheless, no changes were made in the draft 
resolution and the document remained intact. 


The fact that the two interested parties agreed to meet in a summit, on the eve of the 
convening of the UN Security Council, is a sign that a basis exists for the discussion 
and ratification of the draft resolution prepared by the UN secretary general. There 
are rumors that the Greek Cypriot side has some reservations. The draft resolution is 

a unified document. We will solve all issues based on a process of give and take in 

the event the Creek Cypriots have agreed to the principles set forth in this document. 
If thev insist on their reservations, this will naturally mean thev have run away from 
the agreement. I hope that this will not happen. This is not our wish. In conclusion, 
we are satisfied with the results of the talks. Everyone here in New York has expressed 
praise for our good-will and for our help to the UN secretary general. 


The document stresses the equality of our political status. It reiterates that the re- 
public will be based on a partnership. It stresses that there will be a partnership in 
the gcvernment and the state, and that the republic will be based on a Turkish and 
Greek Cypriot government and state. Our security has been provided for. In brief, 
provisions we have always set forth have been dealt with, bringing us to the point we 
have wished for. This is our view. There is nothing to be worried about. 


On Friday, the UN Security Council will be discussing the extension of UNFICYP mandate. 
As usual, we will adopt a constructive stand on this issue. Naturally, we must first 
examine the text of the resolution and as is our custom, we will be careful to adont a 
positive stand. Best regards |end recording] 


After he confirmed the positive stand the Turkish Cypriot side will adopt in connection 
with the extension of the UNFICYP mandate, Denktas characterized as speculation the 
rumors that he had made further concessions on Maras [Varosha] and had given up the 
right of veto of the Turkish Cypriot side. He told the BRT correspondent no one should 
oayv attention to such rumors. He added that the rights of the Turkish Cypriot people 
were properly defended in New York and that there should be no doubt about that. 


Denktas is expected to return home following the UN Security Council meeting to be held 
tomorrow. 


TRADE UNIONS IN NORTH HOLD 1-DAY GENERAL STRIKE 





TAL1L1321 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1130 GMT 11 Dec 84 


lExcerpts] For the first time, 32 trade unions today held a l-day general strike in th 
furkish Republic ot Northern Cyprus. The strike was called to protest government 
policies, high interest rates, and recent price hikes. As a result of the strike, work 
stopped in government offices, factories, and ail other places. Though trade unions 
affiliated with Turk-Sen [furkish Cypriot Federation of Labor Unions] struck for 5 
hours, all other trade unions struck for only 4 hours in the morning. 
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SPOKESMAN SAYS GREECE TO ABSTAIN FROM NATO EXERCISES 





NC121837 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1800 GMT 12 Dec 84 


[Text] Until the matter of the allocation of Greek forces to NATO headquarters is 
resolved, Greece will not take part in any NATO exercise, said Government Spokesman 
Maroudhas today. He added that our country will not take part either in the scenaria 
[scenario], or in liaison with NATO exercises. 


It is well known that during the last NATO conference, our country placed the Greek 
military forces and aircraft on Limnos at NATO’s disposal. Turkey invoked its 

veto, which resulted in a Greek veto with respect to the Turkish forces placed by Ankara 
under NATO's headquarters. The result was that both the Greek as well as the Turkish 
forces remained for the time being, outside NATO's planning. 


The government spokesman also underlined that even if this issue -- the Greek chapter, 
as he described it -- is resolved, our country wili not take part in any NATO exercises 
in the Aegean which, by their nature or composition, could possibly touch upon our 
sovereign rights or change the situation which existed prior to 1974. 


This situation, Maroudhas added, is related to the operational control of the Larissa 
headquarters which is responsible for the naval command and the borders of operational 
control over our national airspace. Regarding the Aegean, Maroudhas concluded, Greece 
is implacable because we will in no way consider abandoning our sovereign rights, or 
participate in exercises through which it is possible that Turkish claims will be recog- 
nized, as was repeatedly attempted in numerous exercise plans. 


POLICE INVESTIGATE ATTEMPT TO ASSASSINATE SYRIAN 





NC121929 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1900 GMT 12 Dec 84 


[Text] Athens security police are continuing the search for the perpetrators of the 
attempted assassination, shortly before midnight last night, of the Syrian charge 
d'affaires in Athens, ‘Abdallah Yasin al-Tumakhti, aged 38, on 40 Koumoundhouros Street, 
Kalamaki. 


Two or three gunmen opened fire at the Syrian diplomat as he was entering his car after 
visiting a family he knew. As soon as the Syrian diplomat noticed the culprits, he fel! 
to the sidewalk, drew his pistol and started firing at a building plot across the street 
where the culprits were concealed. 





Various persons, most with Arab backgrounds, are being questioned by the Athens security 
police in its search for clues to assist their investigation. Two weeks ago an attempted 
assassination took place at Psikhiko involving another Arab diplomat. 
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GOV ERNMENT, PRESS REACT TO GREEK MOVES ON LIMNOS 





Halefoglu Wants Bilateral Talks 
NC120804 Istanbul CUMHURTYET in Turkish 9 Dec 84 pp 8, 12 


[Interview with Foreign Ministe~ Vahi. dalefoglu by correspondent Yalcin Dogan in 
Ankara -- date not given] 


[Excerpts] [Dogan] Mr Minister, Greece's militarization of Limos island and its 
submission to NATO was debated during the meeting of NATO defense ministers. A very 
interesting result emerged: The report concerning the annual force targets of NATO was 
approved without the sections pertaining to Turkey and Greece. What is the significance 
of this? 


{[Halefoglu] The significance of this will be understood in the near future. Its 
significance today is that Creece has been unsuccessful in its maneuvers to impose on 
NATO — and through NATO on us -- its armed forces on Limmos Island. Realizing that it 
failed to do so, Greece vetoed Turkey's portion of the NATO report. That is why the 
forces of both countries are not included in the NATO report. We intend and, in fact, 
we are determined to continue to play our role in NATO as we have previously done. In 
other words, when exercises are held we will participate in them. As a matter of fact, 
NATO knows where our forces are positioned. 


[Dogan] You said that Turkey will participate in NATO exercises. Will the fact that 
Turkey is not inciuded in the NATO report lead to any reduction in NATO military aid to 
Turkey? 


{[Halefoglu] I do not think so. 
[Dogan] Do you mean that military aid will continue to flow in the same manner? 


{Halefoglu] It is natural that military aid should continue to flow. I do not think 
that there will be a negative development. As a matter of fact, NATO aid is provided 
by member countries, such as Germany and the United States. Military aid does not 
vriginate directly from NATO. 


[Dogan] Mr Minister. you said: "We have been successful in NATO and we have accom- 
plished our objectives." What did the recent meeting of NATO defense ministers secure 
for Turkey from the Limnos issue point of view? What is the measure of accomplishment 
here? 


[Halefoglu] We must not accept the Limnos issue as an issue for NATO. We have always 
opposed this. This is an issue that should come under the Aegean dispute in Turkish- 
Greek relations. There are other problems between Turkey and Greece such as the Flight 
Information Report, the continental shelf, and the extension of airspace to 10 miles. 

We have always believed it useful to resolve these issues through bilateral talks on a 
bilateral level within the framework of bilateral agreements. We have always suggested 
this to Greece. We have done this not only to serve the interests of Turkey but because 
we believe that it is in the interests of Creece as well as in the interests of the 
region, of NATO, and of the world in general. We do not intend to make any concessions. 
Greece should realize this. We are not trying to secure concessions or grab something 
from the other side. 








VII. i3 Dec 84 T2 TURKEY 


We are neighbors with Greece. We have lived together with Creece over the centuries and 
we believe that we can continue to live together and further our mutual relations. 
Disputes between countries can be resolved through talks at the negotiating table. 
International platforms and conferences outside the region are not places for such solu- 
tions. These are issues that can only be settled between our two countries. 


{Dogan} Your remarks form the outline of Turkish foreign policy on this matter. We 
continually repeat our offer: “Let us sit at the table and negotiate bilaterally on all 
the issues of the Aegean.” But Greece and Papandreou do not come anywhere near the 
table. Not only do they stay away, but they also arm the islands. We propose sugges- 
tions while Greece militarizes Limnos Island. We continue to suggest bilateral negotia- 
tions while Greece takes the matter to NATO. In the meantime, de facto situations are 
created. What will Turkey do to counter all this? 


{[Halefoglu] We have stated that we do not intend to make any concessions. 
[Dogan] Have they asked for additional concessions? 


[Halefoglu] Yes, they have. During his news conference in Brussels, Papandreou said he 
would negotiate with Turkey if Turkey does this, that, and the other. Creece should not 
allow itself to be carried away by the illusion that Turkey necessarily wants negotia- 
tions. We do not believe that international disputes can be resolved through certain 
faits accomplis. We do not favor such things. Considering certain faits accomplis as 
automatically accepted is out of the question. Those who violate international treaties 
are bound one day to be called to account in order to rectif their behavior. This is so 
throughout the world. However, the time and the manner in which this is done is deter- 
mined by foreign policy considerations and by the interests of the particular country. 


[Dogan] A new situation has emerged now: the militarization of Limnos. Turkey is facing 
a de facto situation. Greece took a step, took the matter to NATO, and NATO rejected it. 
But the fact that Limnos has been militarized still remains. What will Turkey's subse- 
quent attitude be? For instance, let us suppose that Greece arms another island and 
refers it to NATO again; or that it embarks on any activity that we cannot think about at 
the moment. 


{[Halefoglu] As 1 said a while ago, international treaties are concluded with goodwill. 
The parties concerned have an obligation to comply with the treaties. The same thing 
applies to international law. If a country does not comply with the obligations contain- 
ed in international treaties, the kind of action to be taken against this is known. 


[Dogan] What are these obligations? 


[Halefoglu] We have repeatedly stated that we will not accept this de facto situation, 
this fait accompli. The action to be taken against such a situation will be carried out 
gradually in accordance with the interests of the government and the state and by taking 
into consideration international relations and possibilities. 


[Dogan] Suppose these de facto situations continue in the future? What are the out- 
lines, the directions of the policy which Turkey can determine? In other words, how will 
de facto situations be countered? What will Turkey do? What is Turkey's policy on 
this? 
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{[Halefoglu] There is always equilibrium in inte.national relations. There is also a 
balance of power. Therefore, no country can pursue its aspirations onesidedly and 
unjustifiably. This is not feasible. Such a move is eventually opposed by interna- 
tional institutions as well as by other countries annoyed with such behavior. They are 
bound to react. Turkey is showing the necessary reaction and it will continue to do so 
in the future. It will adjust the form, manner, and weight of these reactions according 
to conjectures [konjokture gore]. 


[Dogan] Can you not say something more concrete? 


{Halefoglu] At the moment, I do not feel the need to say anything more concrete; this 
is concrete enough. 


[Dogan] Another issue has recently been brought up in connection with Limnos. Accord- 
ing to the fashionable expression of the day, do you think that the Lausanne Treaty has 
been punctured? There is also the question of the violation of the Lausanne Treaty. 


{Halefoglu] Foreign policy has various alternatives. These are implemented according 
to circumstances. Is the Lausanne Treaty punctured or not? This has become a 
fashionable expression. Lausanne established a balance between Turkey and Greece. 
Because of this balance, sometimes close friendships and close relations have been 
maintained in this region. The Lausanne Treuty is based on a balance. We have to 
comply with it. That is why Papandreou is not happy when we say we must establish 
peace between Turkey and Greece. He creates a crisis every day and tries to further 
his policy by exploiting the "threat from Turkey.” 


Press Views Issue 


NC120818 [Editorial Report] Turkish papers in their 6, 7, 8 and 9 December 
editions publish comments, reports, and editorials on the Limnos Island issue. 


On 6 December, CUMHURIYET publishes a 540-word editorial by Hasan Cemal on pages 1 and 
ll under the headline: “Has the Lausanne Treaty Been Punctured?" Saying that Greece 
has in fact gradually punctured the Lausanne Treaty under the eyes of Washington and 
Ankara, Hasan Cemal adds: “The occasional protests originating from Ankara have not 
altered the situation. Therefore, even if we do not admit it officially, the Lausanne 
Treaty has in fact long been useless." 


Referring to the latest developments at the NATO meetings of defense ministers, 
Hasan Cemal says: “We may argue that the militarization of Limnos has not become a 
legality in NATO circles. This may be so, but this does not change the facts. No 
matter what NATO tells us, it camouflages satisfaction over the fact that Limnos has 
been militarized. NATO, having developed a second line of defense in its military 
wing, wishes to militarize not only Limnos, but all Greek islands in the Aegean. In 
fact, NATO's attitude is compatible with the underlying logic." 


Hasan Cemal goes on to say that if NATO and Washington had not approached these matters 
by continually advising Turkey "not to do anything that might harm the alliance,” the 
administrations in Athens would not have dared arm the islands so easily. The writer 
further says: “Let us not fool oureelves; the Lausanne Treaty has been punctured. 
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Although they do not wish to show it, NATO and our allies have registerrd pleasure over 
the militarization of Limnos. But this does not mean that just because they feel that 
way, Turkey will abandon its 60-year-old interpretation of this treaty. 


It will undoubtedly continue to consider the militarization of the Greek islands as a 
violation of international treaties and will reject it. But unfortunately, this 
attitude will not change the fact that the islands have been militarized. It is for 
this reason that Turkey must take up all the Aegean issues with Greece in a package 
without any further loss of time, telling all the interested parties that the Aegean 
cannot be ‘a Greek Sea,’ and that Turkey has rights in the region that it cannot 
relinquish." 


Saying that nothing can be achieved by merely issuing protests as the Limnos issue has 
proved, Hasan Cemal concludes: “For a country to be able to prove that it cannot 
relinquish its national rights, it sometimes has to pursue a more active policy. We 
may force Greece to the negotiating table through such active policies. Turkey poss- 
esses the historic knowledge that will enable it to do this. It is extremely useful 
that our allies take full cognizance of this." 


On December 7, HURRIYET on page 6 publishes an 850-word commentary by Professor Dr Haluk 
Ulan under the headline: "Papandveou's Objective”. After reviewing the latest deve- 
lopments, Professor Ulman says: “If the Lausanne Treaty is punctured, this happened 
when Greece militarized the island. Whether NATO recognizes this or not is immaterial. 
Now, what is going to happen when Turkey and Greece are excluded from the [annual] NATO 
force planning report? The first thing to happen is that aid within the NATO framework 
will be delayed or halted. We wonder if this is what Papandreou has in mind. The fact 
is that the Greek prime minister is not at all happy with the aid extended to Turkey 
within the NATO framework. Thanks to his henchmen in the U.S. Congress, he can reduce 
U.S. aid to Turkey to any level he likes. But he is not so influential in NATO. He 
will undoubtedly feel on top of the world if he manages to influence NATO aid in the same 
manner.” 


On 7 December, TERCUMAN publishes a 300-word report on page 4 which says that the 
Turkish Foreign Ministry welcome the decision taken at the NATO defense ministers’ 
meeting on the subject of Limnos. The report says: "It has become known that NATO has 
‘confirmed’ the Turkish viewpoint and that Greece's efforts to legalize the militariza- 
tion of Limnos have been countered by the alliance.” 


"A high-ranking foreign ministry official has added that it is important that NATO 
realizes that this issue between Turkey and Greece must be solved.” 


On the same day, TERCUMAN on page 4 publishes a 700-word article by Professor Ffahir 
Armaoglu under the healine: “Limnos -- A New Issue." Armaoglu criticizes the Turkish 
press for characterizing the NATO decision on Limnos as a “victory” or “accomplishment"™ 
against Papandreou, and says: “Apart from the fact that this is an extremely fallacious 
interpretation, we are convinced that as of today a new and serious dispute has been 

added to Turkey's relations with Greece.” Professor Armaoglu continues: “Fven though 

we were successful in Brussels, what has this success brought us in the way of solving 

the Limnos issue? Secondly, has not this success proved very costly to us? Has not 
Turkey been pushed out of NATO's 1985 force planning? Is this not a serious development?" 
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After mentioning further complications which the Limnos issue can cause, Armaoglu says: 
"Let us repeat this: The Limnos issue is only the beginning. If the Turkish Government 
thinks that it will be able to solve this issue through a dialogue with Creecs we must 
point out that t’.is hope is in vain. It appears that for a dialogue with Creece, the 
Turkish Government relies on the general elections to be held in Greece in October 1985. 
But lot us immediately point out that Papandreou will win those elections also. His 
foreign policy, and particularly his attitude toward Turkey, will play a significant role 
in his victorv. 


"This being the case, there is no reason whatsoever for him to soften his attitude toward 
Turkey. Consequently, it is futile to talk about a dialogue. On the other hand, by 
seeking a dialogue in the case of Limnos, Turkey is turning a case, in which it is 
legallv 100 percent right, into a bargaining issue." 


Professor Armaoglu goes on to say that Papandreou is a shrewd politician and that he has 
gone into action against Turkey in two directions: Cyprus and the Aegean. “It is obvi- 
ious,” says Armaoglu that “Papandreou has been ‘extremely unsuccessful’ in the case of 
Cyprus while Turkey has maintained ‘a superior position.’ Papandreou is now trying to 
eliminate this imbalance by creating the Aegean issue. His objective is to increase his 
bargaining power by militarizing Limnos, which is strategically placed at the entrance 
to the Dardanelles Strait. It is clear by now that unless Turkey makes concessions in 
the Cyprus and Aegean issues, Greece will not be amenable to any agreement on Limnos. 

In other words, Limnos has become a key issue in Turkish-Greek relations.” 


On December 8, HURRIYET publishes a 120-word report on page 9 in which Chief of General 
Staff General Necdet Urug's comments are quoted: “The Limnos issue is for the govern- 
ment to evaluate. As a soldier, I have nothing to say in this respect." Referring to 
his meeting with Prime Minister Ozal, Gen Urug is quoted as saying: "We exchanged views 
on issues that concern the Turkish Armed Forces and the safety of the nation. We have 
become acquainted with the main views of the government. We are going to direct our 
efforts accordingly." 


On December 8, CUMHURTYET publishes a 750-word commentary by Ilhan Selcuk on page 2 under 
the headline: “Let Us Pull Our Hats Forward and Ponder Deeply." Ilhan Selcuk says: 

"The dimensions of the crisis transcend the Turkish-Greek dispute. In the case of 
Limnos, Turkey's interests conflict with those of NATO. This is the truth which we are 
trving to ignore. Let us not fool ourselves. Turkey and Greece were excluded from the 
"1985 Forces Planning Report’ at the meeting held by the NATO defense ministers in the 
autumn of 1984. This event must have significance for Turkey which in the fifties and 
sixties had placed at NATO's disposal 99 percent of its military strength.” Ilhan Selcuk 
concludes: “In the days ahead, Limnos is not the only issue; the question of NATO and 
the Lausanne Treaty also will be on the agenda. NATO's interests clash with the provis- 
ions of the Lausanne Treaty. With the dexterity of a shrewd politician, Papandreou has 
squeezed Turkey into a corner. He has accomplished this not only in NATO. He has done 
it in the Council of Europe as well as in the EEC. In the EEC, Greece has greater possi- 
bilities for manipulation. If we wish to protect Turkey's national interests, we must 
acquaint ourselves better with our issues and their importance. Only then can we cope 
with them." 


On December 8, TERCUMAN publishes a 750-word commentary by Professor Fahir Armaoglu on 
page 4 under the headline: “Balance in the Aegean." Professor Armaoglu draws attention 
to the fact that Prime Minister Ozal has been preaching conciliation in Turkish-Greek 
relations, while National Defense Minister Yavuzturk is continually advocating "a balince 
in the Aegean.” He adds: “At first glance, these two viewpoints seem to be contradic- 
tory, but in reality they form component parts of one policy. These two stands consti- 
tute a new approach in our foreign policy." 
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Armaoglu then explains the aim of the Lausanne Treaty in the Aegean as an attempt to 
establish a balance between Turkey and Greece including the Aegean, with reference to 
the Turks in western Thrace and the Greeks in Istanbul, rendering the islands -- which 
are nothing but an extension of Anatolian soil -- as nonmilitarized areas. The writer 
continves: “Today not a trace is left of such a balance. Turks in western Thrace have 
been crushed almost out of existence by Greece. On the other hand, the islands in 
question have been armed up to the teeth. In other words, the muzzles of the Creek 
guns have been turned toward Anatolia. 


"Under these circumstances, we do not believe at all that this situation can be reversed 
to the original form of the Lausanne Treaty. That is why we observe signs of efforts 
on the part of the Turkish authorities to find a new balance in the Aegean through a 
compromise solution. They want this to materialize through negotiations. Their pur- 
suit of dialogue is indicative of this desire." 


SUPREME MILITARY COUNCIL APPROVES DEFENSE PROGRAMS 





TA121754 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1700 GMT 12 Dec 84 


{Statement by clu General Staff General Secretariat; issued in Ankara on 12 December 
-- read by announcer] 


{Text] The third regular meeting of the Supreme Military Council, which began at 0930 
on 10 December, ended at 1300 on 12 December. During this 2 and 1/2 day meeting, the 
Supreme Military Council approved programs to develop and strengthen the Turkish Armed 
Forces and determined the characteristics of the fiscal 1985 National Defense Ministry 
budget and the principles for its implementation. The council also determined the 
amendments to be effected in the laws, statutes, and directives concerning the Armed 
Forces. Accordingly, it was decided to begin the necessary legal procedures to allow 
pilots to be trained for the Ground Forces Command air units from noncommissioned ranks 
as well and enable expert noncommissioned officers to be employed in key positions 
under contract. 
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